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The defendant, Jimmie C. Scott, appeals, contending that the trial court erred in denying his motion
to suppress evidence.  After review, we conclude the record on appeal is inadequate for proper
appellate review because it fails to include the transcript of the suppression hearing which also
includes the trial court’s reasoning for denial of the defendant’s motion to suppress.  We affirm the
judgment from the trial court.
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OPINION

The defendant waived his right to a jury trial and was found guilty by the trial court of
Driving Under the Influence (D.U.I.).  As a result, he was sentenced to eleven months, twenty-nine
days; fined $350.00; ordered to attend either a D.U.I. school or an alcohol rehabilitation program;
and lost his driving privileges for one year.  The trial court had a pretrial hearing on the defendant’s
motion to suppress evidence.  The trial court entered an order overruling the defendant’s motion,
which read in part:  “. . . for the reasons set forth at the hearing of this motion.”  In this appeal, the
defendant alludes to a stipulation between the Defense and the State that the testimony at trial was
the same at the suppression hearing.  However, we find no order in the record referencing such a
stipulation.  In any event, we do not dispute defense counsel’s assertion that the trial testimony was
similar.  It is the trial court’s reasoning and any credibility determinations made during the
suppression hearing that we deem critical for our review.
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Pursuant to Tennessee Rule of Appellate Procedure 24, we must presume the trial court’s
rulings were correct when the defendant fails to include an adequate record for review.  It is the duty
of the accused to provide a record which conveys a fair, accurate, and complete account of what
transpired with regard to the issues which form the basis of the appeal. Tenn. R. App. P. 24(b); see
State v. Taylor, 992 S.W.2d 941, 944 (Tenn. 1999).

Conclusion

We presume the trial court’s overruling the defendant’s motion to suppress was correct and
affirm the judgment from the trial court.

___________________________________ 
JOHN EVERETT WILLIAMS, JUDGE
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